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Hyde Park Village HOA. The City also engaged the NCAAP Inglewood Chapter, Inglewood Airport Area 

Chamber of Commerce, Rotary Club of Inglewood, Inglewood Unified School District, local churches, and 

community-based nonprofits including the Social Justice Learning Center Institute, Move LA, The 

Enrichment Center, and the Coalition for Clean Air. 

After the close of the public comment period on the Draft EIR, the City continued to keep elected officials, 

community leaders and the general public informed of the status of the environmental review and 

approval process for the proposed Project. The outreach program has been focused on increasing project 

awareness and education, disseminating project information, soliciting public input, and supporting the 

technical and legal environmental processes. To learn more about the local community’s needs for the 

proposed Project, the City held over 100 community and stakeholder outreach meetings over the past 3.5 

years during the planning, environmental and design process. The City further revised the design of the 

proposed to reflect the input received.  

In response to the public and stake holder input received, since the release of the Draft EIR, the design of 

the proposed Project has changed. In particular, the Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) for the 

Automated Transit System (ATS) has modified to allow the Vons grocery store currently located on the 

proposed MSF site to remain on this site in a new building to continue to serve the community. Other 

modifications to the Project include the realignment of the proposed ATS alignment on Prairie Avenue to 

the west side of the street to allow for single column alignment and allow the street to be open to the 

sky, as well as the relocation of one of the proposed stations to the southwest corner of Prairie Avenue 

and Manchester Boulevard. Although the modifications to the proposed Project reduce, rather than 

increase, the Project’s potential for significant environmental effects, the City has decided to prepare and 

circulate this Recirculated Draft EIR to analyze the effects of the proposed Project as revised.  

It should also be noted that, as discussed in Section 2.0: Introduction, the proposed Project is statutorily 

exempt from CEQA compliance under Public Resources Code section 21080, subdivision (b)(12), which 

provides that CEQA does not apply to “[f]acility extensions not to exceed four miles in length which are 

required for the transfer of passengers from or to exclusive public mass transit guideway or busway public 

transit services.” (See also State CEQA Guidelines, § 15275(b).) The Project meets this definition. 

Therefore, the City’s preparation of the Recirculated Draft EIR is not required by CEQA. The City has 

nevertheless voluntarily prepared this Recirculated Draft EIR to provide a comprehensive environmental 

analysis of the proposed Project and to solicit public and agency input on the proposed Projects, its 

potentially significant environmental effects, and mitigation measures and/or alternatives to reduce or 

avoid any such effects. Following the completion of CEQA review, the City of Inglewood City Council will 

consider whether to approve the Project. Although not required to do so, if the City Council decides to 

approve the Project, the City Council will certify the Final EIR and adopt CEQA Findings of Fact and, if 
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future commercial areas and residences in the City would face a “last-mile” gap of approximately 1.5 to 2 

miles between the Metro K Line and the City’s new activity centers. This gap is longer than a convenient 

walking distance for patrons traveling to the City’s activity centers. 

As Inglewood transforms into a major regional housing, employment and activity center, the number of 

vehicular trips associated with new jobs, retail, entertainment, and residential opportunities is anticipated 

to increase. Based on historic traffic counts, traffic volumes have been increasing at the rate of 1.5 percent 

per year, and many key intersections and highway corridors already experience congestion. According to 

the Southern California Association of Government's (SCAG) Connect SoCal - 2020–2045 Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) Demographics and Growth Forecast, 

substantial socioeconomic and demographic growth is projected in the region. The City is projected to be 

one of the highest growing housing and employment centers in Los Angeles County.  

1.2.3 Project Location 

The proposed Project is located in the central and northern portions of the City of Inglewood east of the 

San Diego Freeway (I-405) and north of the Glen Anderson Freeway (I-105) in Los Angeles County, 

California (see Figure ES-1: Project Regional Location Map). 

The ITC will be constructed in an area generally bounded by the Metro K Line to the north; Hardy Street 

to the south; the NFL stadium and the Forum to the east; and La Brea Avenue to the west (see Figure ES-

2: City of Inglewood). The Project extends from the Metro K Line Downtown Inglewood station southwest 

to the intersection of Market Street and Regent Street, continues south on Market Street, east on 

Manchester Boulevard, and south on Prairie Avenue to Hardy Street (see Figure ES-3: Project Vicinity 

Map). The ATS will be largely located within the public rights-of-way for the streets and sidewalk areas 

along Market Street, Manchester Boulevard, and the west side of Prairie Avenue (See Figure ES-4: 

Location of Alternative Alignments in the LPA Report). The entire Project is situated within the City of 

Inglewood, an incorporated city within Los Angeles County. 

  



Project Regional Location Map

FIGURE  ES-1
SOURCE:  Google Earth - 2021
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https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen/sb535
https://ww3.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/communityinvestments.htm


https://www.connectsocal.org/Documents/Adopted/fConnectSoCal_Project-List.pdf
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